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.coking is the principal cause of the 
lung cancer, the Journal 
American Medical Association 
editorially questioned that thesis. 


uation closely, keeping informed of 
the facts, and advising his patients ’ 
on the basis of his appraisal of those 
facts. The Public Health Service 
(which Surgeon General Bumey 
heads) can best meet its obligations 
by collecting and disseminating data 
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/f- of the American Medical Assn, 
t ?^faid Tuesday that there is In* 
• ^ sufficient evidence “to warrant 

‘Vf;th« assumption” that cigarette 


relation of cigarette smoking and 
lung cancer has not vet been done 
_d|V and there has not yet been obtained 
> v '‘sufficient evidence to warrant the 
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*mokiiig is the principal factor 
f » the increase ir. lung cancer* 
|yv ^,1® an editorial, the Jo” T nal 
"uestion* conclusions in re. 
^ by Dr. Leroy E. Burney, 

p. ^aurgeon general of the L'.S, Pub- 

^ He Health Service. . • • ■! 

vl. 


The report lists smoking 
main factor leading td such 

• v >.i^;an Increase and concludes that 
heavy smokers are more prone 
-.'I-#*.*;' to lung cancer than others. 
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•LV^;**A number of authorities who have 
^ cxam ^nod the same evidence cited 

• Jr v./' by Dr. Burney do not agree with his 

conclusions. Although the studies re- 

• veal a relationship between cigarette 
•>. v *-r - smoking and cancer that seems more 

• tha . n coinc idental, they do not ex- 
i P^ ajn w ^y. even when smoking pat- 

terns are the same, case rates are 


iummaririog higher* among men than amon : 

; ^research on lung cancer, was women and among urban than 
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“Until definitive studies are forth¬ 
coming, the physician can fulfill his 



to the health' and medical profes¬ 
sions its own evaluations of such 
data.” •• 

As this newspaper pointed out in 
commenting on the Burney article, *'4&s 
not enough yet is known of the 

i causes of cancer to fix the blame 
on any particular factor. Research- V® 
ers have several leads, which' need 
to be pursued before cigateite- smok¬ 
ing, any more than industrial smog 
and fumes from motor vehicles, • 
shouldi be described as responsible J’ 
for the increase in lung cancer. And 
in the last few days. Secretary of ^ 
Health. Education and Welfare Ar- 
thur Flemming has called attention 
to - the fact that a synthetic hormone 
used to treat chickens and other 
animals whose meat is used for food * Vi?® 
has produced cancer experimentally. 

In the light of present knowledge, 
there are too many possibilities for 
any one factor to be held responsible 
for the increase in lung cancer. 
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